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SOME 
Seaſonable REMARKS 
Upon the 
R E ASON 8, Ec. 


WAS Reading the other Day A 
Pamphlet called, The Reaſons al- 
edged azain/t Dr. AUNDLE's Pro- 
notion to the Sez of G Seriouſly 
and Diſpaſſionately Conſidered ; 3 
found they contained ſeveral Thi gs proper to 

be taken Notice of: I therefore ſat down and 

made the following Remarks upon it. 

Firſt, cf all, The Author begirs his Letter 

- wit reflecting on the Principles of a Certain 
Great Churchman, who he ſays has long been 

intruſted with the chief Direction of Eecleſi- 

aſtical Affairs in this Kirgdom: And feems 

8 8 very 


* 


very much diſlurbed at his being conſulted and 


adviſed with about the fitneſs of Perſons for 
ſpiritual Preferments. He endeavours ( tho' 


but weakly) to vilify the Character of this 
great Man, and thereupon quotes a Paſſage out 
of the Preface of Gib/5n's Codex Furis, &c. 

But this famous Author ſhould firſt have 
conſulted with himſelf, whether he would not 
hae thought it impudent and inconſiſtent ; 
ray, I may fay preſumptuous, for any of the 
Clergy, when a Place thould become vacant 
in the Law, to concern themſelves any farther 


in thoſe Matters than is juſt requilite for them, 


much leſs to inſiſt upon the KI Ns Promiſe for 

ſuch a Perſon to be preferr'd, whom they re- 

commended, and upon Refuſal that they would 
rclent t. 


Had he kept to his Title. and SERIOUSLY 


and DISPASSIONATELY CONSIDERED the 
Nature of theſe Things, he could not with any 
Honour or Conſcience inſiſt upon them. 


In paeg 5 he ſays, The ti:{t Objection urged 


againſt Dr. R 
to our Conſtitution. 

And endeavours to ſhew that all thoſe under 
that Denomination, are Friends to Liberty. I 


, Was, that he was an Enemy 


muſt confeſs, if that is the meaning of thoſe 


Words, it is what I never heard of before; 
Nor | believe no Man beſides. Perhaps it may 
be a new Law impoſed upon the unthinking 
World, by the great Men of that Profeſſion. 


If 


> 


promoted Attempts for its Service, and Diſcou- 


% 7 I (yo SR. a 
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If fo, — Thoſe who are at this Time kept 
upon their Recognizances, every firſt and Laſt 

Day of Term, for publiſhing Libels againſt the 
preſent Government, one of whom 1s a Clergy- 
man; may inſiſt upon the ſame Privilege, that 
they were Friends to Liberty, that they only 


rage what might abridge it : That they were 
otherwiſe Perſons of univerſal Benevolence, 
and ſo on. un rs 

But ſuppoſing, continues he, that He 1s an 
Enemy to our Conſtitution ; What Evidence 


can be given, or ought to be required to clear 


any one of this Imputation. 
| anſwer, that were he as in p. 18 he is de- 


ſcribed to be. — A Man of Ingenuity, eaſy in 


Converſation, a Man of no Guile, a Lover of 
Truth, of Hoſpitality, a Man of good natural 


Parts, and of good acquired ones too. Surely 


a Man with theſe great Advantages, as he calls 


them, would not ſcruple to fhew himſelf in 


Print, in Defence of his own good Character, 
eſpeciallywhen he is greatlycalled upon fo todo, 
By his Silence the World muſt ſuppoſe two 
Things; either that he is guilty of thoſe Facts 
laid to his Charge, or to judge more faverr - 
ably of him, that he is a Man cf little or nolnge- 
nuity, or Converſation, and one of very low, 
if any natural Parts. This is the likelieſt Con- 
ſtruction one can put upon the whole Matter; 
B 2 ad. 


(4) 
and I think there is ſufficient Grounds for ſuch 
a Belief, eſpecially to thoſe who are perfect 
Strangers to him. 
The ſecond Objection, he ſays, was, that 
D. WAS ſulpeRed of Hereſy. — He 
gives a long Detail of the Heiniouſneſs of the 
Crime, and alledges that in the preſent Caſe no 
Herefy was fp ecify d, but only a Suſpicion of 
it, and the Grounds of that Suſpicion kept ſe- 
cret, purely as a Bar to his Promotion. 


Now I need not go any farther to prove the 


Truth of this Fact. 


0 which altho' done many 


Years ago, yet cannot be denicd by any of his 


Friends) than to refer it to that worthy Clergy- 
man who 1s ready to demonſtrate it to any one, 
that is not already byaſſed by private Views 
or Intereſts, or carried away with Malice, or 
Party Preju lic 

The Author proceeds with excuſing the Dr. 
from defending himſelf inPrint, by asking who 
is to ſit as Judge in this Caſe : > or who 1s to 
be his Inquiſitor? 

It may caſily be anſwered, that in point of 
Honour, Duty, and Intereſt, he ſhould pub- 
lickly defend his own Cauſe, and then leave it 
* impartial World to judge, whether thoſe 


Accuſations againſthim are actually true or not; 


and if he fairly acquits himſelf of them all, and 


proves that they were unjuſtly laid upon him. 


he will be declared innocent, and only blamed 
for not opening the whole Affair before. 
Ot herwiſe 


| thing 


| 
. 


Fact. — That the Dr. deſiſts from, 
dropt his Pretenſions to the Bithoprick, and 
that he deſires not to be preferr'd. All theſe 
things make it appear ſtill worſe, and ſerve 
rather to aggravate than mitigate the lmputati- 
ons wherewith he is Charged. 


direct Enemies to it. 
on Imprudent, and not proper Men to be recom- 


1 
Otherwife — if he refuſes to defend himſelt 
publickly, it will ſtill appear to the World he 
is the Aggreſſor, and that all which he has 
| been charged with 1s but too true. 


And more eſpecially fo, if what I am told is 


and has 


The Author as all along inſiſted upon the 


Drs. being a Friend to Liberty, to public 
Spirit, and to the Right of private Judgment. 
I would be glad to be informed, if the Liber- 
ty of the Preſs, the Liberty of Defending his 
own Cauſe, the Liberty of Appealing to the 
Impartial World, is not what he means. I 


take thoſe ta be Men of Liberty, and public 


Spirit, who open their own Cauſes plainly to 


the World, and give themſelves up intirely to 


the Cenſure of it; and thoſe to be E riends to 


the Right of Private Judgment, who Refer 
their Diſputes to the Frivate Judgment of the 
Learned World, And Conſequently the Re- 


\ verſe to be Men, as the Author calls them, 


either cool or falſe Friends to Liberty, or elſe 
Thoſe are in my Opini- 


mended to Favour, 


The 
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The Author goes on in his uſual Strain, 
and pretends to perſuade the World that Dr. 
R—- is accuſed he knows not of what, nor 
who are his Accuſers: But that has been already 
argued and ſufficiently proved, and only tends, 
to ſhew what poor mean Arts the Author 
when at his laſt Shifts can be guilty of, rather 
than not acquit his Client of thoſe Fads laid 
to his Charge. He likewiſe asks in what Man- 


ner the Dr. muſt acquit himſelf; when he 


cannot at the ſame Time be ignorant, nor de- 


ny, that the Dr. has ſeveral Times been impor- 


tuned by his Friends to undertake his own De- 
fence, and has as often refuſed it. 


What Man can then take upon himſelf to 
defend the Cauſe of another Perſon, when 


that Perſon as good as owns himſelf Guilty, 
by not comply ing with the Importunities and 


Intreaties of his Friends, in diſcharging him- 


ſelf of his Crimes. 
He then goes on in p. 15, in aſperſi ing the 


Characters of the whole Bench of Biſhops, in 


rendring them Tools of the Adminiſtration, 
and affirms that laſt Winter when the Dr. was 
III ; a certain great Churchman ſhould adviſe 
His Majeſty to fill up the Vacancies before the 


Parliament fat, upon Account of ſeveral Affairs 


of great Importance lying upon the Carpet ; 


when it was ſuppoſed the oppoſite Party would 
and that it 
would be neceſſary for even one ſingle Vote, 


to 


be very ſtrong againſt the Court; 


(7.3 


to turn the Scale, and probably ſave the Admt- 
niſtration. 


A likely Matter indeed 
4 ar appeal to any reaſonable Man for 


the Truth of theſe Aſſertions. Whether they 
are not all Chimera's, Fantaſies, and ſuch like? 


Or rather degrading, ſcandalous Impoſitions 


| thrown on this great and good Man on purpoſe 
to aſperſe and vilify his Character were they 
able? But all who know him will eaſily judge 
from whence this premeditated Malice came, 
and with what ſervile Arts they endeavour to 
 aſperſe him. 


might carry this Point very far, and make 


| it a great Part of the Subject of my Diſcourſe 
in ſetting forth the Abilities of this Great Man; 
but ſhall at preſent beg leave to deſiſt, and juſt 


give one Hint of the Fable of the Proud Frog. 
That little Animal ſtriving to equal the Bulk 


of the Ox, burſt herſelf in ſunder with Envy. 


When I firſt thought of this Fable, I ima- 
gined how well it might be adapted to this 
preſent Diſcourſe, and I cannot but conceive, 


| that thoſe who unjuſtly rail againſt this great 
Man are like the inſignificant Frog; as he is 
undoubtedly ſo much ſuperior in Quality. 


In the next Place he asks, Upon what Law, 


or upon what Practice, or upon what Reaſon 


all this is founded, that no Man 1s to recom- 
mend to a Biſboprick, unleſs the Recommen- 


dation be made by ſome or all the Biſhops. 


It 


(8) 

It is for certain founded upon the Law of 

Nature and Reaſon, that Biſhops ought to re- 

commend to Biſhopricks. That every Tide 

ought to run in its own proper Channel. That 

the Law is independent of the Church, and 
the Church ſhould be independent of the Law. 

That a Layman had no Right to interfere with 

a Clergyman, nor a Clereyman with a Layman. 

That Spiritual Matters ſhould have no Concern 

with Temporal Matters, nor 7. . Matters 
with Spiritual Matters. 

If otherwiſe ----- what need is there for any 
ſuch Difference as there is, and ought to be, 
between the two Courts? Nay, not only o- 
but it would be entirely ſubvertins Church 
Government, an infinite Detriment to the Na- 
tion in general, and to Religion in particular, 
A Divine then muſt be obliged to ſtand the 


Teſt of every ſorry illiterate Fellow, who 


ſhould take it in his Head to call him to an 
Account, or charge him perhaps with that 
which he never had any Concern with. 


He ſays likewiſe, that if the Crown may 
not nominate any Man to a 31/poprick, except 


him that one particular Perſon approves, it is 


not the Crown that has the Power of making 


Biſhops----- but he that his the Negative upon 
the Crown. I may alſo add the {ame . 
relating to the Law. 


But when the ObjeRions againſt a Man are 


made publick, the World becomes Judges. I 


agree 
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agree with him ſo far, that would he himſelf 
anſwer all the Objections alledged againſt him, 
and appeal to the reaſonable World, the World 
would then become Judges, and many People 
would be Advocates for his Cauſe. - But if 


he refuſes to open the Merits of his own Cauſe, 
| how then can any Perſon be a proper Judge to 

the contrary, but that the Contents alledge 

againſt him are but too true? 


But it ſeems none of the Objections againſt 


Dr. R. imply want of Learning, want of good 


Temper, deſect in Morals, &c. If they don't, 
tis high time he ſhould now begin to ſhew his 
Learning, and his Morals, and his Doctrine; 
and if we may judge by thoſe who are hearty 
Advocates in the Cauſe, he muſt rather be an 


Enemy than a Friend to thoſe who are not of 
the ſame Sentiments with himſelf. He affirms, 
that as there is one Biſhop for the Doctor, that 
is enough to ſave his Point: But he is not in- 


ſenſible that Kiſling goes by Favour, and that 
many a deſerving Mau, for want of Friends to 
out- number his Adverſary, has loſt his Point, 
altho perhaps the other might not be half ſo 


deſerving. He proceeds to contradict himſelf 


by firſt inſiſting upon only one Biſhop, and 
preſently after ſays, that many Eiſhops wondet 
at, 2nd openly declare againſt theſe Proceedings, 
which is known to be an intolerable Untruth. 
The next Scene is opened, and dilcovers thoſe 
{ſcandalous Names of Informer, Spy, and what 
C Z not, 
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not, thrown upon that worthy Gentleman who 
bore teſt of Ur. R— Converſation. Are theſe 
proper Names to brand a Clergyman with? 
Are they not rather Marks of Ilnftamy, fit for 
the vileſt of Men? and can that great Man, 
who is the Son of a Clergyman, bear the ſacred 
Cloth to be ſo much abuſed, deſpiſed, and tram- 


pled upon? I doubt not but the great Church- 


man himſelf (if the Author durſt take thoſe 
Liberties without being called to account for 
ſo doing) would likewiſe ſhare in his Incen- 
diaries, and have thoſe laſting Marks of In- 


famy thrown upon him. This plainly ſhows, 


- what Friends they are to thoſe who are not 
of the ſame Opinion with themſelves. But 
would any Man judge the whole Reputation 


of a Man from an unguarded Expreſſion, No- 


and yet a Man muſt ſtand or fall by his Words 
and Actions, otherwiſe how would you judge 


him. Dr. R. abſolutely denies that he ever 
ſaid what he is charged with, becauſe if he 
owned it, it would be inconſiſtent with his 


Intereſt, and conſequently a Bar to his Promo- 


tion. Ergo tis better to deny it. But for a 
Clergyman to urge Facts againſt a Clergyman--- 


Why not if thoſe Facts be true, and the Cler- 
gyman be guilty of them. 'There ought to be 
no Reſpect of Perſons. Was a great Divine to 
commit High-treaſon, and a reputed Clergy- 


man to be Witneſs againſt him----- I make no 


doubt but he would ſtand as liable to be im- 


peached 
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peached as a private Gentleman, according to 


the Laus of the Land. He then enters upon 
an Objection, that no Regard was to be paid to 

what was done ex Offeio. and applies the B. —P 
of L----N's Charges to the ſame Purpoſe. But 
whoever urged thoſe Things; I am confident 


no Biſbop did, and that its either ſome of the Au- 


thor's Productions, or the Surmiſes of ſome of 


his Friends, Certainly ſuch a good Man as Or. R. 


is repreſented to be, never appeared in theWorld 
before. He is a Man of no Vices,no Immoralities, 
nor no Infidelit ies. I never knew but what all 
Men, of what Rank, Degrees, or Denomina- 
tions ſoever, had ſome favourite Vice or other, 
ſome darling Sin to cope with---- but he.has 


none. Very pleaſant truly. Such an ExXocn 


is much fitter to be tranſlated to Heaven than 
the Biſboprick of Glouceſter. Could the Author 


prove his Words, I ſhould agree with him that 


tis hardly conceivadle, that fo violent a Spirit, 


ſhould be ſtirr'd up againſt an innocent inoffen- 


five, z00d-natur d Man, againſt whom no Vices 
can be juſtly objected. And that it was for his 
Goodneſs he was envy'd, by Reaſon he ſo much 
the more outlhown the Reſt of Mankind, He 


is a Man that will admit of no Parallel! 


e is a Man take him for all in all, 


I xe'er Hall look upon his like again. 


Its next ſaid, that all the Biſhops will reſent | 
wy GC a. lth 
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it, that they threaten to ſubvert the Government 
if a Man 1s preferred ebroxtors to them. — 


And that it is now become the L— C—Rr's 
Cauſe rather than Dr. R—. As to the firſt. 


Objection, I leave it to the impartial World to 


judge the Truth and Likelihood of it, whether 


it at all agrees with that known Condeſcenſion 
with which the Church of late Years have be- 


haved to the Crown. And tothe laſt, if | have 


been right informed, and probably it may be 
true, it is ſaid by R—- Friends, that if the 
great Man has not Intereſt enough to carry his 
Point, it will goa great Way towards inducing 


him to lay down, nay, that HE threatens ſo to 


do. If fo — who then has the Negative upon 


the Crown. This is going a Step further than 


only mere Reſenta ent. What Biſhop has ever tc 
ken upon himſelf that grand Prerogative? This 
_ certainly is moſt likely to ſubvert the Govern- 
ment. Or who has ever taken upon himſelf 
to reflect upon the Perſon of the L—DpC—x, 
or to cabal againſt him, as this Author is ſuf- 
fered to do againſt the Clergy £ He affirms that 
every Particular againſt the Dr. is given up, 
which is a known Falſity. Every Point has 
been as ſtrongly proved, as the Nature of the 
Cauſe will admit. The next Thing is— the 
Doctor is not deſirous of Gain; that Money 


is what he always deſpiſed. If fo, he is a Man 
of a very ſingular Merit. I hardly ever knew 
any Lawyer or Divine but what were deiirous 


after 


+ 
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after that precious Metal; and cannot help 


ſay ing, that he who is not to be equall'd in 
Perſon, ought not to de equall'd in Quality. 


The next Thing propoſed was a Biſhoprick in 


Ireland, which would ſoon become vacant thro' 
the Intirmity of the preſent Biſhop ; but as the 
Author cannot inſiſt upon the Perſon who pro- 
poſed it, it is of little or no Signification. 
Perhaps after all has been argued, and intirely 
given up by them, it may ſtili be objected, that 
as his Majeſty has promiſed Dr. R. the Biſhop- 
rick, it would be a Diminution of his Power 
to diſſent from his Royal Word, and upon that 
Account they will inſiſt upon it. 

But in Anſwer to that, I would intimate 


to them, that as his Majeſtys Royal Word 


was as good as extorted from him, by a 
Great Man inſiſting upon it before the King 
was thoroughly acquainted with, or had en- 
quired into his Character; the Promiſe 
upon that Account becomes void, and of 


none Effect, if his Majeſty ſhould be pleaſed 


to declare it ſo. And it could be of no ill 
Conſequence, by Reaſon it has already been 
a Precedent practiſed many Years ago, in 


the Reign of as Great and Good a Qieen 


as ever fat upon the Bri Throne; not as 


an excellent Handle to oppreſs an innocent 


Man with, as they might repreſent it, but 
as a Precedent to be called in Queſtion 
3 whenever 
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whenever the King's Royal Word ſhould be 
drawn from him inadvertently, as is this 
Caſe. Er Ne 

Therefore it would be better for his Ma- 
jeſty to deſiſt from his Promiſe at preſent, 
rather than by keeping it give liberty to any 
one to rely upon ſuch Precedents hereafter. 


Laſtly, toſum up this great Diſpute—Afeer 


what has been argued, and after all the Ad- 


vice which the Crown has received upon this 


Subject, it muſt be left to the ſole Determina- 
tion of his Majeſty; and as according to the 
Laws of the Land, the King can do no wrong ; 


if any wrong Step is taken in this Affair, it 


muſt certainly be owing to the frequent Impor- 


- tunities and Advices of thoſe about him. 


But His Majeſty has many times declared, 
that he would walk in the Steps of the glo- 


rious Queen Anne; that he would Defend the 
* Rights and Privileges of the Church of Eng- 
land as by Law Eſtabliſhed; and that he 


would ſuffer no Man to infringe or break in 
upon them. To conclude, as this is a very 
intricate Point, our King may be juſtly com- 
pared to the Wiſe Ling Solomon, who after 


mature Deliberation diſcovered the right Mother 


of the Child by the Affection ſhe bore it. 


P. S. Since this Letter was finiſhed, I have 


been informed, that the Author of thoſe Rea- 


| ſons againſt Dr. R. was the Revd. Mr. W—s, 


and 


e 
is 
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and that he is to enjoy a good Living as a Re- 
ward for his Trouble : If ſo, he has not fol- 
| lowed his Patron's Examples. And ſorry J 
am that any Divine ſhould leſſen himſelf fo 
much, and be fo greedy of filthy Lucre, as 
to ſacrifice the Rights of his own Church, 


purely to raiſe himſelf to Promotion. 


(16 ) 
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A LETTER publiſhed in the 
Weekly Miſcellany, Saturday , 
December, 7th. 1734. 


— 


To RicnaxDd HOOK ER, Ez 
„ 


THERE has been a Pamphlet lately 
1 publiſhed, entitled, The Reaſons al- 


ledged againſt Dr. Rundle's Promotion to the 


See of G , ſeriouſly and diſpaſſionately 
conſidered ; which, I think, deſerves Notice. 
Till ſomebody is at Leiſure to do full Juſtice 
to the Author, I hope the following Sketch 


will not be unacceptable to the Publick; 


which therefore | deſire may be allowed a 


Place in your Miſcellany, 


x. The Author ſeems to me throughout to 


impute it as a Crime to any Eccleſiaſtick, great 
or ſmall, that he endeavours to preſerve the 
Conſtitution of the Church, of which he 
is a Member, and is deſirous that the Go- 
vernment of it may be committed, not to 


Perſons 


o ** „* WIS RY 
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Perſons who are ju/tly ſuſpefFed of Diſſatis- 


faction to it; but to thoſe who are ot known 


Fidelity, and are not willing that any Rights 
or Powers be taken from it, to which it 
ſtands entitled by Laws Civil or Sacred. 
Such as theſe he repreſents as Enemes to 
Liberty, and as thoſe, who hive rothing in 


View but aggrandizing the Church ; altho' 


he has not produced any ſingle Inſtance, in 


which they exceed the Bounds that the 
Conſtitution has ſer, 


2. He finds (I perceive) no Medium between 
no Tolleration, and an abſolute, unlimited To- 
{eration ; nor can fee any Difference between 
Changes, which affect the very Eſſence of an 


Eſtabliſhment, and ſuch Changes as are only 


circumſtantial. Under this Concluſion, when 
in his Commendation of Dr. & 


one who would have no temporal Inconveniences 
or Diſcouragements annexed to the Profeſſion of 
Religion, i. e. (as his Oppoſers will ſay) as one 
diſaffeFed to our Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution z he 
takes Colour to juſtiſy him from the Examples 
of thoſe who certainly were not Enemies to 
our Ecclefiaſtical Conſtitution, but only wiſhed 
to have it altered and in proved as to jome certain 
Points. 55 
3. He repreſents what has been done in Dr. 


Rs Cate as an Inquiſition, and as if he were 


D : proſe- 


| , heſets © 
him forth as a Friend to Liberty, as one ſtu- 
dious to promote an unlimited Toleration, as 
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proſecuted upon Suſpicion only, 1n order to be 


puniſhed for his Opinions; when no more is 
meant, than that one, who is a Candidate for 


Favour, ſhould firſt remoye all reaſonable Ob- 


jections which are raiſed againſt his being duly 
qualified for it; particularly, that one who 
ſues to be a Governor in the Church,ſhould wipe 


of all Suſpicions of his being diſaffeFe1 to it. 
4. He ſuggeſts that Dr. K — and his 


Friends do not know what are the Imputations 
from which he ſhould clear himſelf, I do not 


take upon myſelf to be his Accuſer: But did 


Dr. R-—— or his Friends never hear that 
he had been charged with Arianiſm, and a 
Denial of a Fact, which is expreſly affirmed by 
Moſes in the Old Teſtament, and by St. Pau! 


and St. Fames in the New 2 


5. He ſuggeſts, that whereas ſome of Dr. 


Rs Friends appealed to his Charges made 


at his Archi-diaconal / iſitations, in Evidence 


for his hearty Attachments to the Truth of the 


Goſpel, it was (aid in Anſwer, that no Regard 
was to be paid to what was done ex Officio, 


No- body has ever ſaid that a Viſitation Charge 


is therefore to be diſregarded, becauſe it is de- 
livered ex Offcio: But it has been ſaid, very 


properly, that Dr. R——— would have pub- 


liſbed thoſe Charges made ſo long before he 

had any Views to a Biſhoprick, if he had 
known that they contained ſuch Things as 

would have ſet him right in the Opinion of the 
World. 
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World. Unleſs he thinks, with this Writer, 
that any Step of that kind, towards the vin- 
dicating himſelf on this Occaſion, would be a 
tame Submiſſion to an Uſurpation. a 
6. He affirms, that Dr. R - avers, that 


he had never any ſuch Notions in his Head or 


Heart as he is charged with. But this doth 
not yet appear. | 
7. In his Treatment of the two Clergymen, 
who (as it is ſaid) can, and will, if Occa fion 
requires, bear Teſtimony againſt Dr. R=——— 
this Writer has ſhewn no ſort of Regard to 
Truth or Decency. One is repreſented as a poor 
Creature, unqualified to judge of the moſt 
common lacidents in Converſation, ready to be 
oftended and choaked at even demonſtrable 
Truths; the other as a Tale-bearer, Pickthank, 
Informer, and I know not what. I am will- 
ing to reſt theſe Matters upon the Judgment 
of the Publick ; but there is one Thing that 
I cannot help obſerving, viz. That what 
gives this Writer the greateſt Offence in 
the Characters of theſe Gentlemen, is their 
Zeal and Piety, which ſeem to appear, in his 
Eyes, a much worſe Crime than want of Faith. 
It may be queſtioned, indeed, whether he 
will allow Faith a Place among the Chriſtian 
Virtues; for in that large Catalogue of Dr. 
R——'*. Virtues, given by this Writer, 
I find not one ſingle Word about Dr. R—s 
ORTHODOxVY, for which (it ſhould 2 | 
| 2 | INS 
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this Writer dares not vouch, tho' he knows 


this is the ſingle Point in Queſtion. 


8. This Gentleman rf the Temple expreſly 


aſſerts, that the Laws of the Land have noz 
any where defined what is Here!y. But he 
knows, or ought to have known, 1. That 
1. Eliz. (C. I. THAT is Hereſy, which has 
teen adjudged to be fuch by the firſt four 
general Counctis. and that the firſt of thoſe 
four is the Council of Nice, which con- 
demned Arins and his Adherents, 2. That 
in a much later Statute viz. 9, 10, ill. III. 
Cap. 32. among the blaſphemous and impious 


Opinions, contrary to the Doctrine and Prin- 


ciples of the Chriſtian Religion, (they are the 
Mords of that Statute) there are two. 
denying any of the Perſons in the Holy Tri- 
nity to be Gop, and the denying the Holy 
Scriptures of the Old and New Teſtament to 
be of divine Authority. When he has con- 
ſulted his Statute- Book, and conſidered what 


the Objections to this Promotion are, he 


may poſlibly call in his Fiouriſhes upon this 


Head, and think more favourably of the Op- 


position that has been made to it; eſpecially 
if he will conſider that the Statute of 


Hen. VIII. to which he refers, relates to cri- 


mina! Proſecutions upon Suſpicion; not to 
the clearin; a Man's Character, in order to 
obtain a Favour, or 2 Place of Authority in 
the Church. 1 5 
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Dr. R 
and do infiſt, that no Man ought to be pre- 


CES 
9. This Gentleman of the Temple, who pre- 
tends with great Authority to deal out 
the Laws of the Land, hath likewiſe miſre- 
preſented the Statute, 25 Hen. VIIL and when 
he looks upon his Statute-Book, he will ſee 


that when the Letters Patents are directed 
to an Archbiſhop to confirm and conſecrate a 


Biſhop, there is nothing in that Statute which 
affects the Suffragans of ſuch Archbiſhop. 
Their Concera within that Statute, is, upon 
the Vacancy of an Archbiſhoprick, in Caſe 
the Letters Patents be directed to them. 

10. He intimates, that the Oppoſers of 
's Promotion are of Opinion, 


ferred to a Biſhoprick, unleſs the Recom- 
mendation is made by ſome, or all the Biſh- 
ops; and, in particular, that Lawyers ought 
not to intermiddle in ſuch Affairs. Which 
is abſolutely falſe. No body ever pretended 
to exclude Lawyers, or any other Lay Per- 
ſon, from commending to Biſhopricks, provid- 


ed the Perſon recommended has a clear Cha- 


racer ; of which the late Promotion to the 
Biſhoprick of Carliſle is an Inſtance, Yet in 
the general no one ought to be ſo hardy as 
to affirm, that Biſbops ordinarily are not bet- 


ter Judges than Lawyers, of the Characters 


and Qualifications of Perſons proper to be re- 


commended by Biſhopricks. £ 
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11. He ſuggeſts, with great Aſſurance, that 
not only one, but many of the Biſhops, are for 


Dr. R—'s Promotion. | 
_ geſtion its proper Weight, it ought to have 
been made appear, that more than one are for 
it, and will not only be ready to join in the 
conſecrating him, when nominated ; but alſo 
in recommending him, which is what this Wri- 
JJ —_J ns 3 
12. He ſuggeſts as if ſomething had been 
given up which was at firſt objected to Dr. 
R —'s Promotion. It is falſe. Nothing has 
been given 72 which was at firſf objected. 
„ ] 
of making Dr. R-— Dean of Durham, or giv- 


ing him ſome Biſhoprick in Ireland. Meer 
Town-talk! which he dares not PRETEND to 


ſay from whence or from whom it came; and 
yet, in about ten Lines after, has the Impu- 


| dence to pin it upon the great Eccleſiaſtick, 


(as he thinks fit to call the Biſpop of L—n) 
and argue upon it as if HE was reſponſible in 
this Caſe. 

14. He ſuggeſts, that all the Clergy, who 
are againſt Dr. R-—'s Promotion (i. e. the 
whole Body of the Clergy, with very few Ex- 
ceptions) are Enemies to Liberty, and to the 
preſent Royal Family; which is a vile Slander. 


But it is Truth, and no Slander, that there is 


not an Infidel, Deiſt, or modern Freethinker in 


But to give that Sug- 


uggeſts I know not what Project: 


the 


little 
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the Kingdom, who is not zealous for his Pro- 
motion. 


This, Sir, is what J have to offer to the 


Publick at preſent. 1 have not marked doun 
the Pages which will juſtify the particular Ob- 
ſervations, becauſe I thought it would be of 
little Uſe to many who read your Paper. I 


had rather that every Body would read the 
Book itſelf, from which they will receive 
ample Conviction, and fee that this ſerious, 


this diſpaſſonate, and (as no doubt he would 

be thought) fair and judicious Writer, is full 

of nothing elle but the ſfronge/t Partiality, 
InveRive, Panegyrick, and Miſrepreſentation. 
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Proper Reply to the Author of 4 Let- 


ter to the Reverend Dr. C O DE xX, 
upon the Subject of his Modeſt Inſtruction 
to the Crown: Wherein that Reverend 

Doctor is fully Vindicated from thoſe 
baſe Aſperſions thrown upon him, and 
the whole Anſwered Paragraph by Pa- 
ragraph, in a Letter to a moſt Reverend 
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